
Superfund IVIigration of Contaminated Ground Water Under Control Worl(sheet 
Definition: Is the migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes? 

Site Name: MARION (BRAGG) DUMP EPAID: I N D 9 8 0 7 9 4 3 6 6 

GW Survey Status: C o n t e u n i n a t e d Ground W a t e r M i g r a t i o n U n d e r C o n t r o l 

Estimated Under Control Date (if not under control): 9 / 3 0 / 2 0 2 5 

Justification Text: jf site status has changed. Please enter a justification as to why the status has changed: 
I R I / F S 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

<:-

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insiufficient 
Data/No 

<:-

Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions warrant EPA's 
Investigation or remediation of ground water contamination in the past? 

Answer Y e S 

T 

No Stop, you do not, 
need to 

complete the 
GMEI 

Yes 

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant 
information on knovm and reasonably suspected releases to ground water been considered In this 
determination? 

Answer: Y e S 

List Reference Rl/FS 
Document(s): 

EPA Region 5 Records Ctr. 

Illlilll 
^ Yes 375728 

Step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above 
appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other 
appropriate standards, guidelines, or criteria) as a result of a release from the site? 

Answer: Y e s 

List Reference 
Document(s): 

RI/FS 

I 

No Contaminated 
Ground Water 

Migration Under 
Control 

L_ 

Yes 

Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that contaminated ground 
water is expected to remain within "existing area of contaminated ground water") as 
defined by the monitoring locations designated at the time of this determination? 

Answer: Y e S 

List Reference Rl/FS 
Document(s): 

No 

Yes 

Step 4. Does "contaminated" ground water discharge lnto<surface water bodies? 
Answer: Y e S 

List Reference 
Document(s); : 

^ Yes 

No 

Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated" ground water Into the surface water be shown to be 
"cun-ently acceptable" as defined (I.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, 
sediments, or ecosystems that should not t>e allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can 
be made and Implemented)? 

Answer: Y e S 

List Reference 
Document(s): 

Yes 

insufficient Data to DeJ 
Coitaininated Grouj 

MIgiatlon Under Coi 

Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data ( and surface water/sedlment/ecologlcal 
data as necessary) be collected In the future to verify that contaminated ground water has 
remained vinthin the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the "existing area" of 
contaminated ground water? 

Answer: Y e S 

List Reference 
Document(s): 

^ Yes 
Contaminated Ground Water 

Migration Under Control 

No 

No 

1 
Contaminated Ground 
Water Migration Not 

Under Control 

Date Completed 
^^f '^H^'M"' ' 

^ ^ 5/23/'-> 



RUN DATE: 10/30/08 14:06 

SOURCE: CERCLIS 
Superfund IVIigration of Contaminated 

Ground Water Under Control 
Worl(sheet 

rA(^\ ONFIDENTIAL, FOR 
' [ J - ^ - " ^ INTERNAL USE ONLY 

Definit on: Is the migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes? 

Region 05 Section: Primary RPM: DAVID LINNEAR 

Site Name: HARION (BRAGG) DUMP EPA ID: IND980794366 

GW Survey Status: _ _ ^ 

Justification Date: . ^ v 

Estimated Under Control 

5- ^optyfcinjited Gijound 1 t e d Ground Water M i g r a t i o n Under C o n t r o l 

>1 ; RSI Justification Type: 

Justification Text: If site status has changed. Please enter a justification as to why the status has changed: 

R]:/FS 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions 
warrant EPA's investigation or remediation of ground water contamination In the past? 

Answer: Yes 

No 

Yes 

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available 
relevant/significant Information on known and reasonably suspected releases to 
ground water been considered In this detemnination? 

Answer: Yes 

SDMS/Contrfal Number: 

List Refer^ce Document(s): 
RI/FS 

\ 

ly»-, €2. 

Step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above 
appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well 
as other appropriate standards, guidelines, or criteria) as a result 

of a release from the site? 

Answer: Yes 

SDMS/Control Number: 

List Reference Document(s): » 
RI/FS 

No 

Yes 

Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that 
contaminated ground water is expected to remain within "existing area of 
contaminated ground water") as defined by the monitoring locations designated at 

the time of this determination? 

Answer: Yes 

SDMS/Control Number: 

List Reference Document(s): 
RI/FS 

No 

Stop, you do not 
need to 

complete the 
GMEI 

Contaminated 
Ground Water 

Migration Under 
Control 



Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data/No 

V 

\ Yes 

step 4. Does "contaminated" ground water discharge into surface water bodies? 
Answer: Ves 

SDMS/Control Number: R I / F S 

List Reference Document(s): 

\l '̂ ^̂  
Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated" ground water Into the surface water be 
shown to be "currently acceptable" as defined (I.e., not cause unacceptable Impacts to 
surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should not be allcwed to 

continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? 

Answer: Yea 

SDMS/Control Number: R I / F S 

List Reference Document(s): 

I Yes 

Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data ( and Siurface 
water/sedlment/ecologlcal data as necessary) be collected In the future to verify that 
contaminated ground water has remained within the horizontal (or vertical, as 

necessary) dimensions of the "existing area" of contaminated ground water? 

Answer: Yes 

SDMS/Control Number:Rl/FS 

List Reference Document(s): 

x ' " ' ^ 
Yes — - « = j ~ . . ^ 

No 

C 

No 

No 

\1 
Insufficient Data to 

Determine Contaminated 
Ground Water Migration 

Under Control Status 

/ Contaminated Ground 
I Water Migration Under 
\ ^ ^ Control 

) Contaminated Ground 
Water Migration Not 

Under Control 

Approvals (Initial and Date) 

RPM 

^ •_0'A'.'9 
Section Chief 

h^o/AAl 
Technical Review 

y^-^' i ' '^ 
Branch Chief IMC Data Entry 

o l Sim 



Superfund Environmental Indicators Survey 
Long-Term Human Health Protection & Groundwater Migration Under Control 

Step I. Site Information 

Re.g on: 

•;tati;: 

EPA E): 

Mte Name: 

'Construction Complete: n No ̂  

Step ).. Long-Term Human Health Protection 

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based levels 
for cuiTent land and/or groundwater use conditions? "Under control" means that adequately protective controls are in 
p iice 10 ])revi;nt any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use conditions only. This 
environmental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use conditions nor ecological 
rt-ceptors. 

I I J In jufi'icient data to determine HE 

|_J CuiTent exposures controlled 

n Current exposures not controlled 

} 0 C u m 
^^^^^ote 

D Current exposures not controlled but some 
human exposures control achieved . 

Current exposures controlled and D Long-term human health protection achieved 
otective remedy in place 

Step S. Contaminated Groundwater Migration Under Control 

Eoes ihe site have cpi'ftaminated groundwater? (In the universe of 1180 groundwater sites identified as of EOY 2000). 

. i O r ^ s D No (Go to Step 4) 

l5 the migration of C9ntaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered remedies or natural 
p'occsseis? 

D N O n Insufficient Data 

Step 4. Regional Contact Information 

Completed by 

Z A 7 

Super visor: 

(signature) 

(print) 

(title) 

(phone) 

Date 

(signature) 

(title) *>;^4^ CJu, f 

(phone) "̂ (1- ee^-f^H-^ 

Date ^ ( - ^ ^ ( ^ ^ 



Region: _ - . i 
St;ite: _ 
EFA ID: _ 
S i t ; Narne: 

Estimated Control Date: 

£-^HmM yWw^̂ '̂*̂ ^ 

Superfund Long-Term Human Health Protection Worksheet 

Oefinilion; Ttie Long-Temi Human Health Protection El documents Itie progress achieved towards providing long-term 
hiumari hctaltî  protection by measuring the incremental progress achieved In controlling unacceptable human exposures at a 
site. 

Step 1. Is enough information available to evaluate the status of human exposure 
control using this Indicator? 

List Reference Document's) ai 

Insufficient Data to 
Detennine Human 
Exposure Control 

Status 

Step 2. Have all human exposure-related cleanup goals t>een met for the entire 
site? 

List Reference Document's) and SDMS Number's): 

t-lo 

If) 

; < 

to 

Yes 

Step 3. Are there complete human exposure pathways between contaminated 
groundwater, surface water, soil, sediment or air media and human receptors such 
that exposures can t>e reasonably expected under current conditions? 

List Reference Document's) 

4. Are the potential human exposures associated with complete pathways 
withih acceptat}le limits under current cqRditions? 

ier(s): Jrfat Reference Document's) 

No 

Step S. Have any actions t>een taken since EPA first exercised removal or 
remedial authority at ttie site that have significantly reduced the level of previously 
unacceptable human exposure under current conditions? 

List Reference Document's) and SDMS Number's); 

Yes 

Long-Term Human 
Health Protection 

Achieved 

Currant Human 
Exposures Not 

Controlled 

Current Human 
Exposures Not 

Controlled But Some 
Exposure Control 

Achieved 

No 

Step 6. Is the site Construction Complete, is the remedy operating as intended, 
and are engineering and institutionai (f^ntrols, if required, in place and effective? 

List Reference Document(^np SBM&tli4rQbef(s): 

Currant Human 
Exposures 
Controlled 

Yes 
Current Human 

Exposure Controlled 
and Protective 

Remedy in Place 



Region: 
Ststej: 
EPfi, ID: 
Siti; Name: 

Esi Ima i^d Contro l Date: 

mM^y "̂̂ ^ 
Superfund Migration of Contaminated 

Ground Water Under Controi 
Worl(slieet 

Oefinition: Is ttie migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes? 

Insjtficlent 
Data/No 

Insufficient 
Data 

Insufficient 
Data 

Insufficient 
DaU 

Insufficient 
[)ata 

Insufficient 
Oata 

Q. Does the site currently have contaminatad ground water or did site conditions 
warrant EPA's investigation or remediatigp^ifSrQiyQj water contamination In the 
past? 

No Stop, you do not 
need to 

complete Ihe 
GMEI 

Step 1. Based on the most current yala onibe-OTe. has all available relevant/ 
significant information on known ana reasonabjy suspected releases to ground water 
twen considered in this determinalionj 

List Refisrence Document's); / L 

Step 2. is ground water known or ree(goriabJy.«d5pected to t>e 'contaminated' above 
appropriately protective risk-based "levels'^pplteable promulgated standards, as 
well as other appropriate standards, guid8lines.y0r criteria) as a result of a release 
from the site? 

List Reference Document's): 

No 
Contaminated 
Ground Water 

Migration Under 
Control 

Step 3. Is the migratk^n of contamin; 
contaminated ground water is expected to 
contaminated ground water") as defined by the 
lime of this determination? 

List Reference Document's); 

Step 4. Does 'contaminated'' ground^ 

List Reference Document's): 

water stabilized (such that 
ithin 'existing area of 

nitoring locations designated at the 
No 

jndywater dia[niargeinta.9i 

/ /# YesV 

urbce water bodies? No 

Step 5. Can Ihe discharge of "contenhlnaTSS^ ground water into surface water be 
shown to be 'currently acceptable' as defined (i.e./not cause unacceptable impacts 
to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should not t>e allowed to continue 
until a fmal remedy decision can be m a ^ / f ^ d Ig^pl^fn^ed)? 

List Reference Document's); 

Step 6. Wia ground water monitoring/n^sesuisfrient data 'and surface water/ 
sediment/ecological data as necessary) be collected in the f i ^ r a to verify that 
contaminated ground water has remained within/he hor]2a^al (or vertical, as 
necessary) dimensions of the "exl$tln^i[fe^o^<coi]]aim^'d!ed gn>und water? 

List Reference Document's): 

Insufficient Data to 
Determine 

Contani nated Ground 
Water Migration 

Under Control Status 

No 

No 

Ground Water 
Migration Under 

Control 

Contaminated 
Ground Water 
Migration Not 
Under Control 

% i ^ 



Human Exposure Under Control & Groundwater Migration Under Control 

»*>tep 1. Sit«! Information 

IN 

Re{;io)i: 

Stale: 

EPA ID: 

Site Nmne: 

Constrjcticm Complete: H Yes 

IND980794366 

MARION (BRAGG) DUMP 

D No 

Step 2. Hunian Exposure IJiiiderContrp! 

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based levels 
Ibr current land and/or groundwater use conditions? "Under control" means that adequately protective controls are in 
place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use conditions only. This 
(;nviromnental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use conditions nor ecological 
leceptors. 

B Yes DNo n Insufficient Data 

Step 3. C'dntaBiiinated Orbiml^itter^!^ 

Dî es thti site have contaminated groundwater? (In the universe of groundwater sites identified as of EOY 2000). 

IS Yes D No (Go to Step 4) 

1 s the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being confrolled through engineered remedies or natural 
|:)iocesses? 

I^Yes DNo D Insufficient Data 

Step 4. Regional Contact Information 

Completed by : 
(signature) / j ju^, , .^ .* .^^ / , J? (jMje-^Ju^ 

•iiipervisor; 

(print) 

(tiUe) 

(phone) 

Date 

' (signature) 

(print) 

(title) 

(phone) 

Date 

' " ^ G k h J A d ^ si • ' ^CHOfJuC 

/<jt_,o<eX<--^ ' ^^oyt^tA 

3 l l ^ ^ < ^ % i - < ^ 0 < ^ 6 

//y^g'/ 

A3tJ^^n^r>o^. ' ;^Ji^^^J(± ' ^ \()(̂  J^V^r-f 

l / < ^ / j ^ 3 - 6 r ~ € a -

IMA OL. 



Superfund Human Exposures Controlled Worksheet 

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based 
levels for cunent land and/or groundwater use conditions? "Under control" means that adequately protective 
controls are in place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use 
conditions only. This environmental indicator does not consider potential future land- or gitMrndwater- use 
conditions nor ecological receptors. 

Region: 
State: 
EPAID: 
Site Name: 

S 

M-. 
/A/0 9^c)0^^3^6 

No/ losufGcient data 
Step 1. Based on the most current data for die site, has all available relevanl/signilkant inftwmation on 
known contaminants to soil, groundwater, surface water/sediments, and air at the NPL lite been 
considered in this EI determination? 

List site reference document - . ^ l U £ - V^f i fl k ^ V I £ V / ^ ^ P f ) € T ^ / V ^ / o o 

1 Yes 

Step 2. Are gioundwater, soil, surface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspected to 
be "cootamiiiated" dwve appropriately protective risk-based levels" (applicable promulgated 
standards, as well as other appropriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or critoria) fifom known 
contaminants? 

I Yes 

Step 3. Are th«e coaipiete pathways between "contamination" and human receptors such that 
exposures can be reasonably expected under die cnrrent (land- and groundwater-use) conditions? 

IJst site reference document eference document .-^ ^ i ,' 

Yes 

Step 4. Are the potential exposures from Step 3 widiin acceptable limits under current (land and 
groundwater use) conditions (e.g., widiin the cancer risk range or HI <= 1)? 

List site reference docmnent 

INSUFFICffiNT DATA. 
More infoimatior needed 
to make determination 

No 

No 

^ 

Yes 

NO, Site Does Not Meet Definition 
( Y E S , ^ i t e Does 
^<*lecf Definition 



Superfund Groundwater Releases Controlled Workslieet 
Defini t ion: Is the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered or 
natural processes? 

Region: 
State: 
EPA ID: 
Site Name: 

T" 

t^imiDfH '^Bfi^Gf^) 

"I No/Insufficient data 

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on 
known and reasonably suspected releases to the groundwater been considered in this EI detennination? 

List site reference document: F l \ / F ^ / ^ / ! j d ^ E V l ' V ^ B ^ C > f i ^ ^ / i z / o d 

Step 2. Is groundwater known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above appropriately 
protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards, 
guidelines, guidance, or criteria) anywhere at or from, the facility? 
List,^ite reference document. _, / / . 

rYe$) 

Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated groundwater stabilized (such that contaminated groimdwater is 
expected to remain within "existing area of contaminated groundwater" as defined by the monitoring 
locations designated at the time of this determination? 
IJst site reference document r., ^ / / 

3S 

- • NO. 
Site meets 
definition 

No 

Step 4. Does "contaminated" groundwater discharge into surface water bodies? 
List site referetice document.^ ^ ; No 

Yes ̂ 

Step S. Can the discharge of "contaminated" groundwater into surface water be shown to be "currently 
acceptable" (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should 
not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? 
List site reference documeiit, site rererence aocumeiK, ., / 

Z 

-bO—^ 

Step 6. Will groimdwater monitoring/measuremeiirdata (and surface water/sediment/ocological data, 
as necessary) be collected in the fiiture to verify that contaminated groundwato- has remained within 
the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the "existing area of contaminated 
groundwater"? 
List site reference dot^ument. 

INSUFFICIENT DATA, 
More information needed 
to make detennination 

No 

Yes 

- n 
YES, S t̂e Does Meet Definition 

I 
NO. Site Does Nc 
Meet Definition 



Superfund Envlrdiimehtal Indicators Survey 
Human Exposure Under Ctmtrol & Groundwater Migration Under Control 

vStep 1. Site Information 

Reeion: 

State: IN 

EPA ID: IND980794366 

Site, Name: MARION (BRAGG) DUMP 

Construction Complete: H Yes D No 

Step 2. Hunian Exposure Under Gontrol 

Are all identified human exposiu-e pathways from contamination at the site under confrol or below health-based levels 
lor cunent 1 and and/or groundwater use conditions? "Under confrol" means that adequately protective confrols are in 
placi; to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use conditions only. This 
cm i orimental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use conditions nor ecological 
receiptors. 

S Yes D No D Insufficient Data 

•Step 3. Contaminated Groundwater Migratioii Under Control 

Does the site have contaminated groundwater? (In the universe of groundwater sites identified as of EOY 2000). 

1^ Yes n No (Go to Step 4) 

Is the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered remedies or natural 
processes? 

[3 Yes D No D Insufficient Data 

Ste]) 4. Regional Contact Infomiation 

(̂ lonipleted by 
(signature) /2 ;u .^y . . .*^^ j , ^ cJdrvXA. 

(print) ^ [ ?£ / lA/^ /^6 si . ^ C h f O R i ^ e 

(title) l \ j i _ - J e J L - ^ ' A.<yU..cX' 

(phone) '3/-l^ '^<S(, - < ^ 0 < ^ 6 

Date / / f/o I 

Supervisor 
(^•g"^^^^) X,,.n^r.^J. X-L^J^ 

(phone) 

Date 

S / t ^ / j ^ j - 6 n s CZ. 

' / ^ / n / 



Superfund Human Exposures Controlled Worksheet 

/\re all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based 
levels for current land and/or groundwater use conditions? "Under control" means that adequately protective 
controls are in place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use 
conditions only. This environmental indicator does not consider potential fiiture land- or groundwater- use 
conditions nor ecological receptors. 

Region: 
State: 
EPA ID: 
Site Name: 

S 
/H 

No/ Insiifficient data 
Step 1. Based on the most current data for the site, has ail available relevant/significant information on 
known contaminants to soil, groundwatn, surface water/sediments, and air at the NPL site been 
considered in this EI detennination? 

List site reference document: A"/1/ ̂  - Z^/? /? ^ B l ^ / ^ V /^f/^^ ^"^^ 9 / z ? / o 0 

1 Yes 

Step 2. Are groundwater, soil, suface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspected to 
be "contamiiiatcd" above appfx)priately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated 
standards, as well as other apfmipriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or criteria) from Imown 
contaminants? 
List site r^erence document 

Kr- ^ De ec/s^oA.' 9/:?c>/9^. 

I 

No 

Yes 

Step 3. Are there complete pathways between "contamination" and human receptors luch that 
exposures can be reasonably expected undo' the cwrent Oand- and groundwater-use) conditions? 

List site reference document eferencedocument ,--. ^ i i^ 
KP-CORb O F VECl lS fO/^ ^ / i x > p ' ) 

^ 

Yes 

Step 4. Are die potential exposiuvs from Step 3 within acceptable limits under current (land and 
groundwater use) conditions (e.g., widiin the cancer risk range or HI <= 1)? 

List site reference document 

IMSUFFICBENT DATA, 
Moie information needed 
ti) nnakc determination 

Yes 

No 

NO, Site Does Not Meet Definition 
(^YES^ite Does 
-̂̂ Meet Definition 



Superfund Groundwater Releases Controlled Worksheet 

Definit ion: Is the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered or 
natural processes? 

Region: 
State: 
EPAID: 
Site Name: 

7 
Mi 

/A'D 
MAt^'' 

\ • '•/" -̂f i 6 6 

? /^ : ij^>]Gc-) 

No/ Insufficient data 

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on 
known and reasonably suspected releases to the groundwater be<;n considered in this EI detennination? 

List site reference document: f w J f ^ Y ^ I ^ ' ^ k ^ \ ) i r k . ^ ^ r ^ C > i ^ ^ 9/ lS/Oi^ 
JtYes-

Step 2. Is groundwater known or reasonably suspected to be "contamuoated" above appropriately 
protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards, 
guidelines, guidance, or criteria) anywhere at or firom, the facility? 
List^ite reference document ^ / ; . , m 

>Yy 
Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated groundwater stabilized (such that contaminated groundwater is 
expected to remain within "existing area of contaminated groundwater" as defined by the monitoring 
locations designated at the time of this determination? 
List site reference document ,-

t " ' / Pec ^5 'Of V?o/9' 

> NO. 
Site meets 
definition 

No 

• ^ ' ^ 

rYes 

Step 4. Does "contaminated" groundwater discharge into surface water bodies? 
List site reference document.^. „ ; 

Uncoil •:, Of prcrs^o.^f )/so/ ̂ -̂
No 

Yes 

Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated" groundwater into surface water be shown to be "currently 
acceptable" (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to surfiEu:e water, sediments, or ecosystems that should 
not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? 
List site reference document 

± ± . 

Y<^ 

Step 6. Will groimdwater monitoring/measuremeiif data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data, 
as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated groundwater has remained within 
the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the "existing area of contaminated 
groundwater"? 
List site reference document. 

INSUFFICIENT DATA, 
More information needed 
to make determination 

No 

Yes 

YES, Site Does Meet Definition 
NO. Site Does Nf 
Meet Definition 


